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I. REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest is Autodesk, Inc., the assignee of the present application. 
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n. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There arc no related appeals or interferences for the above-referenced pateot application. 

III. STATUS OF rr.ATMR 
Claim 1 has been cancelled 

Claims 2-48 are pending in die application. 

Qaims 2, 3, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12-17, 20, 21, 23, 24, 26-32. 35, 36, 38, 39, and 41-45 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S-C- § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Doherty CTtoject specific Web sites, " 
fix>m Interiors, VoL 157, March 1998), in view of Glasser ct aL (U.S. Patent No. 5,956,715, 
hereinafter "Glasser**), 

Claims 4, 18, and 33 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C §l03(a) as beiag unpatentable over 
Doherty, in view of Glasser, and further in view of Pajak et aL (U.S. Patent No. 5,388,196, 
hereinafter 'Tajak'*). 

Claims 5, 8, 19, 22, 34, and 37 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as beiog 
unpatentable over Doherty, in view of Glasser, and further in view of Kempfer (Active Project 3.0, 
June 1998). 

Claims 11, 25, 40, and 46-48 have been rejected tinder 35 U.S,C. §l03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Doherty, in view of Glasser, in view of what was well known in die art at the time 
the invention was made. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendmenrs to die claims have been made subsequent to the final Office Action. 

V. . SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The invention is generally concerned with the management of architectural projects on a 
web site (see page 2, lines 10-13), The web site provides for die management (e.g.^ sctnng and 
maintaining access permissions) of architectural project information (see page 2, lines 10-13; page 6, 
lines 9-22), The web site also manages personnel that may access particular areas of the web site and 
projects (see page 6, lines 20-22), 
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Independent claims 2, 16, and 31 are generally directed to accessing axchitecmral project 
infoimation using an interactive web site. As claimed, die web site has various areas (see FIGS. 2-6). 
Each of the different areas provides the ability to modify and organize particular types of 
information and functiotiality. The claims provide that all of the areas must be present. The 
different areas provide the ability to view and display specific project infotm^tion and manage who 
may access the web site and particular projects managed at the web site. 

Specifically, one claimed area provides for the modificadon and organizadon of site 
members of die web site (sec page IS, line 15-page 16, lines 1; page 24, line 4-page 27, line 8; FIGS. 
3, 6, 7, and 11). 

Another claimed area provides for the modificadon and organisation of one or more 
projects including storing, organizing, and displaying a listing of drawings and text files in project 
folders and standard folders. This area also provides for displaying drawings and text files. Fxirdier, 
the claims specifically provide that project related administration tasks are available if a user is 
working with the project folders and such project related administrations tasks are not available 
when working with the standard folders (see page 27, line 10-page 30> line 4; page 35, line 5-page 43, 
line 15; FIGS. 2, 4, 5, and 8). 

A third area provides for the modification and organization of project members of projects 
including defining access permissions for project members to access project folders, standard 
folders^ drawings, and text files (see page 27, line 10-page 35, line 4; FIGS. 4, 6, 8, 9, and 10). 

Thus, as described in the specification and claimed, a single web site provides explicit 
fiinctionality that allows the ability to modify and organize project informarion» users of die web site, 
and users of a particular project 

The dependent claims provide additional fijnctionality to independent claims 2, 16, and 31. 

Dependent claims 3, 17, and 32 provide that access permissions may be defined for the site 
members of the web site (see page 24, line 4-page 27, line 8). 

Dependent claims 4, 18, and 33 provide that the web site is displayed in a tree hierarchical 
view. Further, the tree hierarchical display provides a listing of the drawings, text files, project 
folders, and standard folders that make up the projects (see page 11, lines 6-7). 

In dependent claims 5, 19, and 34, the web site provides the additional fiinctionality for 
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allowing a user to matlnip a drawing (see page 21, lines 10-13; page 48, line 19-page 50, line 12). 

Dependent claims 6, 20, and 35 provide that various aspects of the interactive web site are 
installed and executed on a local/client computer (see page 14, lines 25-44; page 50, lines 15-20). 

Dependent claims 7, 21, and 36 provide for updating project infotmation stored on a server 
by transferring information from a local computer to the server (see page 16, line 2-22). 

Dependent claims 8, 22, and 37 provide a feature of tlie intcracove web site for emailing a 
site member when the site member's access permissions change (see page 25, lines 16-24; page 26, 
lines 10-13). 

Dependent claims 9, 23, and 38 further provide an area to specify a location of infotmation 
to be displayed on the web site (see page 39, line 13-page 40, line 22), 

Dependent claims 1 0, 24, and 39 indicate the usage of an activity log that captures acdviries 
of the site members (sec page 43, line 17-page 45, line 3). 

Dependent claims 1 1. 25, and 40 depend on claims 10, 24, and 39 and provide the ability to 
filter the activity log based on specified properties (see page 44> lines 4-19). 

Dependent claims 12, 26, and 41 illustcate that the site members can be organized in a group 
and access permissions can be established for the gtoup (Le., radier than on an individual site 
member basis) (see page 17, lines 5-12). 

Dependent claims 13, 27, and 42 provide for an additional area of the web site that may be 
used for discussing aspects of a project (see page 45> lines 5-19), 

Dependent claims 14, 28, 29, 43, and 44 allow the import and export of information using 
the website (sec page 55, line 12-page 59, line 1). 

Dependent claims 15, 30, and 45 provide that the interactive web site is created by a user 
without interaction or action by a site administrator (see page 3, line 13-1 6; page 64, Uncs 21-22). 

Dependent claims 46-4^ depend on claims 2, 16, and 31 respectively and provide that the 
user can designate and change a URL for a location of project information when the user is working 
with project folders bur not when the user is working with standard folders (see page 1 8, line 20- 
page 19, line 5). 
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VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWRD ON APPEAL 

Ciairos 2, 3, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12-17, 20, 21, 23, 24, 26-32, 35, 36, 38, 39» and 41^5 stand rejected 
under 35 U.S.C, § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Dohertjr ('Ttoject specific Web sites, " botn 
Interiors, VoL 157, March 1998), in view of Glasser et al. (U.S. Patent No, 5,956,715, hereiiiafter 
"Glasser"). 

Claims 4, 18, and 33 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Doherty, in view of Glasser, and further in view of Pajak et aL (U.S. Patent No. 5,388,196, 
hereinafter "Pajak**). 

Claims 5, 8, 19, 22, 34, and 37 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpateniable 
over Doherty, in view of Glasser, and further in view of Kempfer (Active Project 3*0, June 1S>98). 

Claims 11, 25, 40, and 46^8 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Doherty, in view of Glasser, in view of what was well known in the art at the time the 
invention was made. 

VIII, ARGUMENTS 

A. Independent Claiim 2, 16, and 31 Are Patentable Ov^er The Prior Art 

The independent ckims were rejected as follows: 

In considering daixn 2, Doherty discloses a computer-implemented apparatus comprising: 
A computer server inherent in running a Web site); 

An interactive Web »tc hosted on the computer server fWcb Site*'), wherein the interactive 
Web site is configured to provide access to architecroral project information ("project specific Web 
sire" for "construction" projects); 

One or more projects including storing, organimg, and displaying a lisdng of drawings 
(*'CAD") and text files ("specs*') in folders (^'project directory'* and "electronic filing cabinet of 
documents"), and displaying drawings and text files ("specs, CAD"); and 

Project members of the one or more projects (^'members of the project teams") including 
defining access pemoissions for project members to access to project folders, drawings, and text files 
fallowing authod^ed people access to specific project information'*). 

However, Doherty does not disclose a specific structure of die folders used to store cbe 
drawings and text files and an access rights system foe such a folder structure. Instead, Doherty only 
describes a general "project directory** and "electronic filing cabinet" for storing the files, and remains 
silent regarding a specific stnicrure of the folders. Nonetheless, the use of project folders and 
standard folders in a project-based neiwotking environment, wherein die project- related 
administcatzon tasks are accessed horn die project-based folders, and project related administradon 
tasks are not available &om «;tandard ^e. general, or public) folders, is well known, ^ evidenced by 
Glasser- In a similar art, Glasser discloses a network system for accessing project information on a 
server^ wherein the information is stored in a folder hierarchy, and u^erein different users can have 
different access permissions to different folders, such as "full access," *limitcd access," or "read-only 
access'* (col 7, line 41 - col 8, line 26, see also, coL 7, lines 5-40 and Fig. 4, describing that some 
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folders arc for private projects, inch rhat the pfojccr informatioji is AvaHablc only from those fbUccs). 
Given this knovdcdgc, a person having oidinary skill in the art would have readily recognized die 
desirability and advantages of storing the project infonnation taught by Doherty in a hierarchical 
folder structure iachidio^ various access rights to users, as taught by Glasset , because such a folder 
syt^tem allows easy, user-fidcndly navigation across the web site, and because otdy tncmbcrs of a 
project should have access to files stored in a project folder. 

Appellants traverse the above rejectioas for one or more of the following reasons; 

(1) Neither Doherty nor Glasset teach, disclose or suggest an interactive web site 
configured to display dta\vings and text files; 

(2) Neither Doherty nor Glasser teach, disclose or suggest project folders and standard 
folders wherein project related adminiscradon tasks are not available for standard folders; and 

(5) Neither Doherty nor Glasser teach, disclose or suggest die ability for a user on a web 
site to have the ability to modify and organize project members, and for the user to define access 
pertnissions for such project members to access project folders, standard folders, drawings, and text 
files. 

As described above, independent claims 2, 16, and 31 are generally directed to accessing 
archiiecroral project information using an interacrive web site. As claimed, the web site has various 
areas (see FIGS. 2-6). Each of the different areas provides the ability to modify and organize 
particular types of information and fimcdonality. The claims provide tiiat all of the areas must be 
present. The different areas provide the ability to view and display specific project information and 
manage who may access the web site and pardcular projects managed at the web site. 

Specifically, one claimed area provides for the modificarion and organization of site 
members of the web site (see page 15, line 15-page 16, lines 1; page 24, Hne 4-page 27, line 8; FIGS- 
3, 6, 7. and 11). 

Another claimed area provides for the modification and organization of one or more 
projects inclxiding storing, organizing, and displaying a listing drawings and text files in project 
folders and standard folders (see page 27, line lO-pagc 30, line 4; page 35, line 5-page 43, line 15; 
FIGS. 2, 4, 5, and 8). The claimed area also provides for displaying drawing and text files. 

A third area provides for the modificadon and organization of project members of projects. 
Such an area also provides the ability for the user of the interactive web site to define access 
permissions for the project members to access project folders, standard folders, drawings, and text 
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ffles (sec page 27. line lO-page 35, line 4; FIGS. 4, 6, 8, 9, and 10), 

Thiis, as described in die spcdficadon and claimed, a single web site provides explicit 
ftmcdoniliiy diac aUows die ability to modify and organize project information, users of the web site, 
and users of a particular project 

In addition, die rkims provide for specific differences between project folders and standard 
folders. In this regard, project related administration casks axe available if a uscx is working widi the 
project folders and are not available when working with the standard folders. Thus, depending on 
which kind of folders the user is working widi, certain tasks may or may not be available None of 
die dted references teach or disclose such a distinction. 

In rejecting the independent claims, the Office Action relies primarily on Doherty. Firstly, 
Appellants note that Doherty completely fails to teach a web site that provides for many areas, one 
of which displays drawings and text files. In rejecting thi$ claim element, the Office Action relies on 
Doherty "specs, CAD". This portion of Doherty provides: 

A project directoty: an elecrronic file cabinet of documents (specs, CAD, product 
infonnarion)... 

As can be seen fi:om this text, the "specs, CAD" portion of Dohetty merely describes what 
is in an electtonic file cabinet of documents^ There is no description, implicit or explicit in Doheny 
that provides for the display of drawings and text files. 

The Office Action then continues and admits that Doherty fails to disclose the specific 
structure of the folders used to store the drawings and text files and an access rights system for such 
a folder structure as claimed. In rejecting these claim elements^ the Office Action states that it is 
weU known as evidenced by Glasser. 

s respectfully traverse such an assertion. Firstly, it is not well known to have a web site with 
the specific multiple areas set forth in the claims. Further, it b not well known to have a web site 
with information stored in folders having a specific structure. More specifically, the use of project 
folders and standard folders where project related administration tasks are not available in standard 
folders (but are with respect to project folders) and the ability for users of the web site to define 
access permissions for project members for particular project folders, standard folders, drawings, 
and text files is not taught, nor suggested, implicitly or explicidy in either Doherty or Glasser. 
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The ckitns specifically provide chat project related adminiscradon tasks axe available if the 
user is working widi project folders and ate not available when working with standard folders, 
Glasser simply describes the ability to define di£fercnt access permissions for different folders. FIG, 
4 which is described in col. 7, line 5h:oL 8, line 27 merely identifies that a particular folder may have 
a name "Secret Projects" or 'Troject X". Further, each of die different folders may have different 
access permissions. The Office Action states chat "some folders arc for private projects, such that 
project information is available only firom those folders'*. Appellants agree with such a statement. 
However, the present rWim<i do not attempt to claim that certain infonnarion (e.g., project 
information) is only available firom project folders. Instead, the claims provide that project 
^flTntnfjmation tasks are only available when working with project folders and not when working 
with standard folders. In diis r^ard, the Office Action is attempting to merely ignore the terms 
"project administration tasks" as not having any meaning. 

The term "project administration tasks" is xised in the specification and is specifically 
defined. Page 18» line 15-page 20, line 11, and page 27> line 10- page 30, line 4 describes project 
administration. These pages clearly illustrate tasLi that are specific for project related activities. 
Some of die tasks include adding/removing members and groups to/ fcom a project (or changing 
their permission level)(and notifying the members of the same), viewing a log of project related 
activities^ change the project tiamc, view the date the project was originally created, its size and URL, 
view permission set (k>ck/unlock) stams, view total number of files and folders in the project, set 
the number of file versions that can be saved, specify a project information pagfc URI^ specify a 
project directory URL, archiving project contents, etc. 

As claimed, the area of the web sire provides die modification and organization of projects 
wherein certain project 2.drainistration tasks are only available for certain folders ^.e., project 
folders). Such an availability of particular tasks based on what type of folder is being 
accessed/worked with is not even remotely suggested by Doherty or Gbsser. In other words, the 
ability to perform certaiQ tasks is based on which folder is being accessed/worked on. According^, 
if a tiser is not working in a particular folder (i.e.» a project folder), particular tasks ^.e,, project 
related administration tasks) arc not available at alL 
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Glasser merdy allows access levels for different folders to be defined. Such access le^d 
settings are not project related administration tasks as claimed. Appellants note that under MPEP 
§2142 and 2143.03 "To establish pftma facie obviousness of a claimed invention, all .the claim 
limitations must be taught or suggested by the prior art. J« 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 

(CCPA 1 974). "All words in a claim must be considered in judging the patentability of that claim 
against the prior art." In re Wibon, 424 F.2d 1382, 1385, 165 USPQ 494. 496 (CCPA 1970)." In this 
regard, the term "project related administration tasks" and the meaxiing behind the term cannot 
merely be ignored when evaluating die claiEa&. Appellants note that a "task" as set. forth in the 
claims is not merely access to data. The claim language itself states that it is a project related 
administration task - access co data is not and cannot be interpreted as such a claimed task. 

In response to the above> the Advisory Acdon provides: 

In considering (a), Applicant contents that neither Dohcrty nor Glasser tcadi, disclose, or 
suggest an interacdve web sire configured lo display drawings and texr files. Examiner respectfully 
disagrees with this argument Notably, Doheriy describes giving audioiizcd people access to specific 
project information On a secure Web site (page 1, and further describes that'thc information 
includes specs, CAD, and product mfbtmation (page 2, HI). In addition, Doherty discloses thai the 
web site "cut[s] the cost of cxpiess mail, messengers, copies, and bhieprints" (page 1, line 9), Tbis 
description of project-specific web sites suggests that the web site can display drawings (CAD) and 
text files (specs). 

Appellants respectfully disagree with such arguments. Again, the claims specifically provide 
that the area of the web site provides the ability to display drawings and text files. iSuch capability is 
in additLon to displaying a lisdog of such drawings and text fifes. The final Office Acdon and 
Advisory Acuon merely provide that people have access to informatioji that includes specs, CAD, 
anH product informadon. Such access is not even remotely similar to actually displaying such 
drawings and text files. 

In addition, the Advisory Action provides that Doherty provides that the web site cuts the 
cost of express trtail messengers, copies, and blueprints. Appellants agree that providing access to 
such informadon would cut the described costs. However, the described costs merely reinforce , 
Appellanis arguments. Namely, the access provided in Dohcrty allows for die transmission back 
and forth of the informadon. The cost of a messenger and express mail clearly refers to the delivery 
of informadon firom one party to another. Such delivery does not even imply or suggest, explicidy 
or implicidy, that drawings test files are displayed on a websice. In fiict, the rcimaining portions 
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of Doherty complecely fail to describe or suggest the ability to display any drawings or text fflcs 
whatsoever. Instead^ Doherty merely provides an electronic file cabinet of documents (see page 2, 
second paragraph). Such a cabinet would only potentially apply to the 'listing of drawings and text 

aes. . set fordi in the claims but not die ability to display ±e dtawings and text files themselves. 

I 

Again, the abiUty to eliminate certain delivery costs cannot and does not imply or surest die ability 
to display drawings and text files on a web site. ' 
The Advisory Action continues: 

In consideting (b), Applicant contends that ndthex Dobcny nor Gksser teach, disclose, or 
suggest project folders and standaid folders vtdiecein project related adtnixm^traiiDn tasks are nor 
available for standard folders. Examiner respectfully disagrees with this argument- 

First, it is important to note that actual claim language. The daim states that '*project related 
admimsrration tasks are not available »A«w n^orking mth the standard folders" (emphjasis added). The 
phrase "adroimstrttion tasks" is broad and undefined in the claim, and thus can include any tasks 
related to administecing^ managbig, or otherwise orgam2ing the project. Forthermorc, the phrase 
*Vhen wt>rking with" is vague in chat it does nor require that a user is accessing a standard folder, or 
is inside a standard folder. Ir only rcqukct; that when a user is working with one set of folders^ the 
user does not have access to project related administration tasks- j 

In view of this ^1^^ consttucdon^ the combination of Doherty and Glassei does teach and' 
saggar the daimed invenrioru Doherty discloses diat the web site can be split up into different 
projects, and that a project manager can allow access to authodized members to specific projects (page 
1, first paragraph, last paragraph). Glasscr^ which describes in more d^th die types of access 
permissions that can be given to members of a coUaborathre online system, in addition to a folder 
structure for providing access to projects and administraove casks (Fig. 4), describes that users 
working in the private folder can have access to both secret projects ("secret projects'*) and 
administrattvc tasks ("payroll" funcdons). It further discloses that users working in public^ 
"standard," folders do not have access to those administrative tasks. CoL 6, Iinc!55-coL 7, line 40 
describes this system. Thus, in the combined system of Doherty and Glasser discloses and suggests a 
system where project related adminisirativc tasks are available if users a user is working with project 
folders, but are not available if a uier is woddng with standard folders. 

Appellants respectfully disagree with and traverse the above. Firstly, the Advisory Action 
rdics on Gksser to describe "in more depth the types of access permissions that can be given to 
members of a collaborative onUne system, in addirion to a folder stmcture for providing access to 
projects and administrative tasks (Fig. 4)." Appellants again note that Fig, 4 and the supporting text 
on coL 6, line 55-col. 7, line 40 merely describes access levels for different folders to be defined. 
Nowhere in the text or figure is there any description, remote or otherwise, that even alludes to 
administrative tasks. 

The Advisory Action then states that Fig. 4 and the text "describes that users working in die private 
folder can have access to both secret project ^'secret projects'^ ^nVi administrative tasks ^'payroll" 
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function). WMe Fig. 4 does describe secret projects and access to folders labeled as "secret 
projects'', the "payrolT' described is not even remotely siniilar to a "funcdon" as asserted in the 
Advi$oryAcdon. The tfisct specifically provides: 

FoWcr 412 contains 416 0^1995 Q&A^ and He 417 C'1905 Outlook"). Foldci 420 fPiivatt") 
contains folder 421 CSccrct Projects'*) which contains Qe 423 f Project X"), and further contains 
foldec 422 ("PaytoU") which coatdns fik 424 C'Pay Sprcjidfiheet Oct '94") and :£ile 425 C Pay 
Spreadsheet Nov W*)- CEmphasis Added) 

As can be seen, die "payroll" is not a function at all bur is merely a folder that contains 
several spreadsheets. In thisS regard, a folder is not equivalent to, nor does it teach,! disclose, or 
allude to, impUody or expliddy, a project related administration task. The mere capability for a 
folder to have a spreadsheet stored in die folder does not disclose any tasks, admiriisrrative or 
odierwise, diat is available. Further, diis portion of text (and die remainder of Glasser) also fails to 
describe the limitations widi respect to availability when working with project folders. In this 
regard, there is no description in Gksser diat ptovides that such spreadsheets cannot be stored in 
pubhc folders. 

Again, the difference betwieen private and public folders is known in the art and merely 
reflects accessibility to such folders. However, die claims provide for die availability of "project 
related administration tasks**. Such term is not a commonly used term and is a term specifically used 
and defined in the spedficarion as set forth above. Further, even if the words ^'project related 
administration" were ignored, the term "cask'* still has meaning and is not equivalent to a folder as 
described in Glasser. 

The Advisory Action fiarther continues and states: 

In considering (c). Applicant contends that neither Doherty nor Gbsser teach, di^cbse, or 
suggest the ability for a user on the web site to have the ability to modify and organize project 
members, and for die user to define access permissions for such project members to access project 
folders, standard folders, drawings, and text files. Exa m iner respectfully disagrc'cs. Notably, both 
Dohcny »nd Glasser describe that diffistent access permissions can be g^ven to different users for 
different projects, including project folders and standard folders and specific files, as described in the . 
aforementioned sections of Doherty wid Glasser. 

The argument asserted by Appellant addresses the abiHry for a user, on a web site, to not 
only modify and organize site members, but to also modify and organize project members, in 
addition to defining access permissions for the project members to access project folders, standard 
folders, drawings, and text files. Doherty merely provides "by allowing authotized people access to 
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specific pioject information on a secure Web site". Such a teaching does not and cannot possibly 
teach the ability for a user, through a website, to modify and organise both site members and project 
members. Further, such a teaching does not and cannot teach die ability for a user- through a 
website, to define access permissions for project members to access project folders, standard 
folders, drawings and text files. 

Appellants also submit diat an ardcle describing a web site (without any etiabling disclosure 
of the website whatsoever), that merely comments on allowing authorized people access to project 
information on a web site does not describe any of die specifically claimed limitations. In this 
regard, such authorized persons may merely be authorization to browse the internet by a web- 
service provider. Alternatively, such a suggestion could mean the placement of specific information 
in a folder that all people on the website can view. Again, the teaching docs not eyen remotely 
suggest the ability to modify and organize such users or their permissions. 

Such prior art limitations apply similarly to Glasser, Further, Glasser fails to mention bodi 
the "internet** and ^Sveb". Electroiuc searches of Glasser for the terms "internet^' ind "web" 
rerumed no results. Accordingly, without even mentioning such terms, Glasser cannot possibly 
teach an area of a website for modifying and organizing site members, project members, and access 
permissions for such project members. 

In view of the above. Appellants submit that the present claims clearly overcome die cited 
references. Thus, Appellants respectfully request reversal of the rejections. 

B. Dependent Claims 3. 17, and 32 Are Patentable Over The.P rior Art 
Dependent claims 3, 17, and 32 provide that access permissions may be defined for the site 
members of the web site. To teach these claimed elements, the final Office Action relies on 
Doherty "allowiug authorized people access". 

Appellants note that diese claim limitations must be viewed in combination with the 
remaining daim elements cited in the independent claims. In this regard, the combination of these 
dependent claims with the independent claims provides that access pennissions can be defined for 
two separate groups - site members and project members. Accordingly, to teach these dependent 
claims, Doherty must teach a single web site that has the ability to define access p ermis sions for 
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both groups. Doherty merely mentions in a single sentence that states a web site may allow 
authorized people access to specific project inforruadon on a secure Web site. Such a statement 
does not describe how or when such access permissions can be specified/ defined Further, the 
sentence does not provide that access permissions may be defined by different groups of people 
(lc., site members v. projea members). | 

In view of the above. Appellants submit that dependent claims 3, 17, and 32 art not 
described or suggest, implidily or explicidy by the cited references and are in condition for 
allowance. 

C Dependent Cli>im^ 4-7. and 33-3 6 Are Nor Separately Argu6d 

D. Dependent Claims 8. 22, and 37 Are Patentable Over The Prior Art 
Dependent didms 8, 22, and 37 provide a feanare of the interactive web site for emailing a 
site member when the site member's access permissions change. 

To teach the addirional elements of these claims, the final Office Action dbes not idy any 

reference. Instead, the Office Action merely states: 

However, neither Doherry. noi Glasscr, nor Kempfcr cxpliddy disclose <ynailine diose 
changes to users. Nonetheless, Kcmpfer does disclose emailmg gcncxal changes' to users ("change 
notification"). Thu&, ghren diis teaching it would have been obvious to e-mail die access pcmussioa 
changes to the users in the system taught by Doherty, Glassci, and Kempfcr, to ensure diat the users 
arc aware of their current status within the project. 

Appellants respcctfidly traverse the above assertions. Firsdy, Ketnpfer merely states: 

It Adds transaction capabilities to a prefect ^eb site such as access control, sign in/ out, 
redline/markup, subscription, and chanpg nonficanQn. (Emphasis Added). 

The mere reference to change notification being added as a transaction capability completely 
Ms to even remotely descnbe emailing a user of anything. In this regard, not only does Kempfer 
5ul to disclose emaihng a user of general changes, but Kempfer cannor and docs not alhade to or 
suggest, the specifically claimed hmitation of emailing a user upon a change in access permissions of 
the user. 

In view of the above. Appellants appreciare the Examiner's acknowledgement of the benefit 
of the present invention - to ensure users are aware of their current status Avithin the project. 
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However, such assurances are not conteropkted or described in die cited references. In diis regard, 
the rejecrion relies on impermissible hindsight Under MPEP §2141.01, ^Tbc references must be 
viewed without the benefit of impermissible hindsight vision afforded by the claimed invention". It 
Ls not Appellants obligation to disprove diat a reference has or does not have any charactcrisdcs daat 
would prevent it from being combined with anodier reference. Instead, under MPEP 2143, it is the 
Examiner's obligation to set forth a prima fade case of obviousness. As part of establishing d:ie 
case, die Examiner must meet three adtetia; he must show that some suggestion or motivation, 
either in die references diemsehres or in die knowledge generally avail-able to one of ordinary skin in 
the art, to modify the reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a 
reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference (oi references when combined) 
must teach or suggest all the claim limitadons. The teaching or suggestion to make the claimed 
combinarion and the reasonable expectation of success must bodi be found in die prior art, and not 
based on applicant's disclosure. In rr Vaefk, 947 F.2d 488, 20 USPQZd 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 

The rejecdon states a benefit that is not cited anywhere in any of the cited references. 
Further, die final Office Action itself admits that the cited references fail to teach die limitadons set 
forth in the claims. In view of the above. Appellants submit that these dependent claims are 
patentable over the cited references. 

E. Dependent r kims: 9 23 . and 38 Are Not Separately Argued 

F. Dependent Claims 10. 24- and 39 are Patentable O ver the Cited Art 
Dependent ^l^irn 10 provides that the web site includes an activity log that captures the 

activities of site member on the web site. 

In rejecting claim 10, die final Office Action merely refers to Doherty ^logs** of "revisions". 
Such language refers specifically to a particular sentence of Doherty that describes; components 
uiuversal to all project specific Web sites: "online forms and logs (ElPIs, revisions j etc) " 
Appellants submit that the exact me anin g of such terms as used in Doherty is not set forth in 
Doherty. Doherty is merely an article from a magazine commenting on project-specific web sites. 
Accordingly, rather than reading extensive meaning into the words, the Doherty article must be 
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viewed from a commentators petspecrive and the plain meaning of the wotds as set forth in the 
article should be used. 

Thus, while Dohert7 discloses online forms and logs, the specific examples given for such 
logs are RFIs and revisions. Consistent with the terms as used in Doherty, the logs must apply to 
RFIs and revisions. A log of RFIs could merely be interpreted as a Hst of RFIs (request for 
Information). A log of "revisions" could mean a list of those revisions made to a document. Such a 
log could be determined based on when a particular document was last saved offlme and loaded up 
onto die web site, widi the log of revisions reflecting the different rimes the document was saved 
ofElinc. 

In contrast to such a *log of RFIs" or 'log of revisions", the present claims specifically 
provide for an activity log. More specifically, the claims have particular limitations: that provide that 
the activity log records/captures activities of site members on the web site. Accortlingly, instead of 
merely providing a log of revisions to a particular document diat may be performed offline and 
loaded onto a web site, the claims provide detailed Umitarions regarding the capturing of online 
activities of site members- Such language is nor even remotely alluded to, implicitly or explicitly, by 
Dohercy's 5 word description of a log of revisions. In this regard. Appellants note that a revision log 
may take many forms all of which do not even remotely describe activities of users on a web site. In 
feet, Appellants submit that a log of revisions does not include site member activity on a web Stte. 
Accordingly, Appellants submit that Doherty clearly fails to teach dependent claim 10. 

In response to prior arguments in diis regard, the Advisory Action states: 

Doheriy discloses that the system indudcs *'online fomis and logs,", "discussion direads^" 
and **projccr progress infocnarion." See page 2. HI. Each of diese can be constcued as activity logs, 
because iey capcuce activities of site members on the site (such, as posts to die discussion thread, 
logs, and project progtess tesulcing from site member activity). Thus. Doherty discloses die claimed 
activity log. 

Appellants respectfully disagree with the above assertions. A discussion thread does not 
capture activity of a user on a web site. Instead, a discussion thread merely posts comments a user 
has elected to type up and submit to a bulletin board/ discussion rhread. Such comroents may not 
be typed online but may be typed offline and emailed to a discussion group which' dismbute$ such 
comments to the group. Such a discussion thread does not log or capture a user's activity. As is 
known in tfie computer industry, a log is not even remotely similar to a discussion thread. 
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WiUi respect to "project progress information", such progress information could merely be 
the actual physical consttuction stage (e.g., electrical inspection passed, plumbing in progress, etc.) as 
reported by a user. In this regard, project progress information does not even remotely allude to a 
log of a user^s activity while on a web site. 

Again, the claims set forth specific limitarions regarding the activity log. The mete posting 
of information to a web site and a log of revisions does not read or imply any of these claimed 
limitations. Accordingly, Appellants respectfully request reversal of the rejections. 

G. Dependent riaims 11 , 25, and 40 are Patentable Over the Cited Art 

Claim 11 provides that the information in claim lO's activity log can be filtered based on one 
or more specified properties. 

The final Office Action admits that neither Doherty nor Glasser disclose filtering the 
activity. However, in the final Office Action, the Examiner took Official Notice that filtering a list 
of items based on specified properties is well known in the computer arts (i-e., filtering e-mail based 
on date, sender, subjecr, filtering files according to type, size; filtering management information 
according to n\mierous criteria). The final Office Action then continued and stated that ir would 
have been obvious to allow a user or administrator to filter the information contained in the log as 
taught by Doherty. Firstly, Appellants traverse and disagrees with the Official Notice. Secondly, the 
filtering of Doherty's bg would still fiail to teach die claimed invention. In this regard, such filtering 
would merely fiher revisions (see the intctprccation of claim 10 above) which does.not teach the 
filtering of web site activities of users/site members. 

Appellants also note that the descriptions provided in the Official Notice appear to merely 
be a manner for sorting e-mail and not for filtering or removing certain items firom e-maal. It is 
known in the art to perform a search for particular items. However, the Official Notice appears to 
confuse die ability to filter email with sorting or finding particular messages based ion specified 
criteria- Further, the Official Notice relates to email and not to acir^ty logs or logs of any sort. In 
this regard. Appellants note that filtering email is significandy distinguishable fix>m filtering an 
activity log for web site activities of a user. Accordingly, Appellants disagree with and traverse both 
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the Official Notice, the teaching that results from the Official Notice, and the rejection of 
dependent claim 11- 

In response to the above traversal set forth in the final Office Action, the Advisory Action 

inaoduced new supporting evidence and stated: 

Exammci hereby supplies sutppordng evidence tQ the Office notice stat^ent, notably that it 
U ^ known to filtci a list of infoimadon or othet information contained in a log (such as discus^n 
thrdflds/c-mans, file information, etc.) based on specified properties, Foi example. Glenn et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 5,907,677, describes chat a filter "reviews e-mafl and newsgroup messages. . .by analyzing 
discussion dircad in the actual e-mail and message content.-^ Further Chiibcensen ct aL (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,055^3) descnbefi that it is well known to search a group of files for specific content (Absttacj). 
Such a search function constinites "filtering information based on one Or more specified properaes " 
Thus, given diis common knowledge in the art. it would have been obvious for a person viewing che 
activity logs taught by Doherry to filcer through them according to the specific catena in order to 
quiddy find diose specified criteria. 

Appellants respectfully traverse the above assertions. Firsdy, die above cited text from die 
Advisory Acdon clearly refers to filtering e-mail, newsgroup messages and a group'of files. While 
such filtering or searching may be uscfiil in certain contexts, such filtering is not what is set forth in 
the claims. Instead, die claims specifically provide for filtering an activity log. An activity log is not 
email, a newsgroup message, or a group of files. Instead, die activity log is a log of activities of site 
members while on die interactive website (e.g., see claim 10). As stated above with respect to claims 
10, 24, and 39, activity logs do not include "online forms and logs", "discussion threads", or 
'•project progress information" as set forth in Doherty. 

In addition, when rejecting the claims, diere muse be some motivation to combine the 
references. MPEP §706,020) pi:ovides that "diere must be some suggestion or motivation, eidier in 
the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinaiy skill in the art, 
to modify die reference or to combine reference teachings." The Official Notice and the cited 
references fitil to provide or suggest any motivation that the concept of filtering email, newsgroup 
messages, or a group of files should be applied to die filtering of an activity log. One of ordinary 
sldU in die art would also fail to have such a motivation. In diis regard, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would hkely merely view xhc log in a defeult order without any extra capabilities to filter or sore 
die log. The Patent Office has failed to show (m die form of Official Notice or references) the 
equivalence between an activity log and cither a discussion thread, email, or project progress 
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informadoa. There are distina differences as set forth in the claims and describe above. None of 
these differences has been addressed in die dtcd references. 

In view of the above, Appellants respectfully requcsc reversal of the above rejections. 

t 

H. r>y p<>ncienT Claims 1 2-1 5. 26-^0. and 41-4 '^ Ari^ Mnt Separately ArOTed 

I. Conclusion 

In light of die above arguments. Appellants respectfully submit that the cited references do 
not anticipate not render obvious the claimed invcnrion. More specifically, Appellints' claims recite 
novel physical features which patentably distinguish over any and all references under 35 U.S.C. §§ 
102 and 103. As a result, a dedsioo by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences reversing the 
Examiner and dirccring allowance of the pending daiins in die subject applicatton is respectfully 
solicited. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GATES & COOPER LLP : 

Attorneys for Appe]lant(s) > 

Howard Hughes Center 
6701 Center Drive West. Suite 1050 
Los Angeles, California 90045 ; 
(310) 641-8797 



Date: March 31. 2005 

Reg! No.: 39.187 

JSF/ 

G&C 3056A.79-US-U1 




18 



PA(^21/30'RCVDAT3/31i20l)5 2:33:53 PM[Eastem Standard riine]'SVR:U^TO^ 



03-31-2005 11:53AM FROM-Gat as & Cooper LLP +13106418798 T-395 P. 022/030 F-552 

APPENDIX \ 

1. (CANCELLED) \ 

2. A computer-implemented apparatus comprising: 

a computer sexvei; 

an interactive web site hosted on die computer server, wherein die interactive web site is 
configured to provide access to architectural project inforroation, wher<iin one or rdore areas of die 
interactive web site provide for 

modification and organization of: 

a display of die interactive web site; 

site members of the interactive web site; \ 
one or more projects inchiding storing, organizing, and displaying a: listing of 
drawings and text files in project folders and standard folders, and displaying drawings and 
text files, wherein project related administration tasks are available if a user is wodong with 
the project folders and such project related administration tasks are not available when 
working with the standard folders; and 

project members of the one or more projects including defining access permissions 
for project members to access the project folders, the standard folders, thejdiawings, and die 
text files. 

3. The apparatus of rkim 2 wherein access permissions can be defined for site 
members of the interactive web site. 
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4. The apparatus of claim 2 whexcin a tree hkrarchical view of the interactive web site 
displays the Usting of the drawings and text files and the project folders and standard folders. 

5. The apparams of claim 2 wherein the interactive web site is farther configured to 
allow the user to markup the drawing. 

6. The apparams of claim 2 wherein aspects of die interactive web site are installed and 
executed on a client computer. 

7. The apparatus of claim 2 further comprising updating project informarion stored on 
the server by transferring information from a local computer to the server. ; 

8. The apparatus of rl^im 2 wherein a feature of the intctacrive web site provides for 
emailing a site member upon a change in access permissions of die site member. 

9. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the area for the modification and organization of 

I 

the display of the interactnrc web site compiises an area to specify the location of information to be 
displayed on the interactive web site. ! 

I 

1 0. The appaiattts of claim 2 wherein die intmctiye web site fiirdier comprises an 
activity log that captures activities of site members on the interactive web site. 
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11. The apparatus of rW'tm 10 wherein information in the activity log can be filtered 
based on one or moxc specified properties. 

12. The apparanis of claim 2 wherein the site members of the interacuve web site may 



be organized in a group and wherein the interactive web site provides the ability to 
permissions for the group. 



define access 



13. The apparatus of ''l^if" 2 wherein the interactive web site further cdmpnses an area 
for discussing aspects of a project. 

I 

1 4. The apparatus of rl^tm 2 wherein the interactive website further comptises the ability 
to'import and export informauon, i 

15. The apparatus of claim 2 wherein the interactive web site is created, by a user without 
action or interaction witli a site administrator. 

16. A method for providing access to architectural project informationjcomprising! 
accessing atchicectural project information using an interactive web site hosted on a server, 

wherein one or more areas of the interactive web site provide an ability to modify and organize: 

i 

a display of the interactive web site; 

site members of the interacuve web site; ; 
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one or more projects including storing, organizing, and displaying ailisdng of 
drawings and text files in project folders and standard folders, and displaying drawings and 
text files, wherein project related administration casks are available if a user is working with 
the project folders and such project related administrarion tasks are not available when 
working with the standard folders; and 

project members of the one or more projects including defining access permissions 
for project members to access the project folders, die standard folders, the drawings, and the 
text files. 

17. The method of daim 16 further comprising the interactive web site! providing the 
ability to define access permissions for site members of the intetacdve web site. 

18. The method of claim 16 further comprising displaying a tree hierarchical view of the 

listing of the drawings and text files and the project folders and standard folders. ; 

I 

19. The method of rlftim 16 further comprising die interactive web site' allowing the user 
i to marktip the drawing. ' 

i 

20. Hie method of daim 1 6 furttei compnsiisg installing and exccuring aspects of the 
interactive web site on a dient compotet. 
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21. The method of ^^^'^^ 16 farther comprising updating project information stored on 
the server by transferring information from a local computer to the server. 

22. The method of claim 16 farther comprising emailing a sice membex |apon a change in 
access permissions of the site member, 

23. The method of claim 16 further comprising the interactive web site :providing an area 
to specify the location of information to be displayed on the interactive web site. , 

24. The method of ^h'*^ 16 further comprising capturing the activities of site members 
in an activity log. ! 

25. The method of rU\irt 24 further comprising filtering information in 'the activity log 
based on one or more specified properties. 

26. The method of claim 16 funher comprising: [ 
organizing the site members ia a group; and 

the interactive web site providing die ability to define access permissions for the 

I 

group. = 

27. The method of claim 16 further comprising the interactive web $ite; providing an area 
for discussing aspects of a project. 
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28. The method of claim 16 farther comprising importing informadon. 



29. The method of claim 1 6 further comprbing exporring information. 



30. 



intctacave 



The method of claim 16 farther comprising creating the computer implemented 
web site widiout action or interaction with a site administrator. 



31. An article of manufacture for acce$sing architectural project infortnarion comprising: 
a program storage device, readable by a computer servret, tangibly embodying at least one 
program of instmcrions executable by the computer server to perfotm mediod steps for hosting an 
intctacriv^e web site on the computer server wherein die interactive web site comprises: 
means for modifying and organizing; ; 
a display of the interactive web site; 
sire members of d»e interactive web site; 

one or more projects including means for storing, means for organizing, and 
means for displaying a listing of drawings and text files in project folders and 
standard folders, and displaying drawings and text files, wheidn project related 
administration tasks are available if a user is working with the project folders and 
such project related administraoon tasks are not available when working with die 
standard folders; and 
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project members of tbc one or more projects including means for defining 
access permissions for project members to access the project folders; the standard 
folders, the drawings, and the text files, 

32. The arricle of manufecrure of daim 31 further comprising means fot defining access 

permissions for site members of the interactive web sire. ; 

I 

33. The article of manufacture of daim 31 fbither comprbrng means foi cJispIaying a tree 
hierarchical view with the listing of the diawings and text files and the project folders and the 
standard folders. 

34. The article of inanufectutc of claim 31 funher comprising means foi aliasing the 
user to markup die drawing. 

! 

35. The oracle of manufacture of daim 31 further comprising means for installing and 
executing the interactive web site on a client computer. 



36. The article of manufacture of claim 31 further comprising means for updating 

I 

project infonnation stored on the server by transferring information from a local tomputer to the 
server. 
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37. The article of manufecture of claim 31 further comprising means for 
member upon a change in access permissions of the site member. 



emailing a site 



38. The article of manufecture of claim 31 further comprising means foij specifying the 

I 

location of infomiarion to be displayed on the interactive web site. 



39. Hie article of manufacmre of claim 31 farther comprising means for capturing 
activities of site members in an activity log. , 

40. The arridc of manufacture of claim 39 furdier comprising means for filtering 
information in die acthtity log based on one or more specified properties. | 

I 

41 The axdcle of manufacture of claim 31 further comprising: 

I 

means for orgaiii:&ing site members in a group; and , 
means for defining access permissions for the group. 

I 
I 

42. The article of manufacture of claim 31 further comprising means for discussing 
aspects of a project on die interactive web site. 

I 

i 

43. The article of manufacture of claim 31 further comprising imporririg information. 



44. 



The article of manufacture of claim 31 further comprising exporting information 
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45. The ardcle of manufacture of cbim 31 wherein the interactrrc web s^te was created 
wiihoutacaon or interaction vdth a site adniiiiisttator. ; 

I 

46. -nxe appamtus of daim 2 whetdn the user can designate and change a uniform resource 
locator (URL) for a Won of project information when the user is working widx the project folders 

und not when working with standard folders. | 

47. The metliodof daim 16 further comprising designating and dinging! a unifonn 
resource bcator (UlU,) for a location of project inforn^tion. whe«n^ 

available when the us., is working with fl^e project folder, and is not available when working with 

Standard folders. ' 

I 

48. Hie anicle of manu&cture of daim 31 wherdn the user can designati and diange a 
uniform resource locator (URL) for a location of project information when the user |s woriting widi the 
project folders and not when working with standard folders. 
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